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‘Carter: SA 


hey, Senator Urees Military Expansion | 


By Robert G. Kaiser ~ 
“ Washinuson Post Staff Writer wore 

Sen. Sam Nunn (D-Ga.,), 2 respected: 
moderate likely to be- influential in! 
the coming Senate -debate on SALT 

resterday ‘outlined an expensive pro- 
gram oi military expansion that he} 
said the country must pursue with or 
without a new shraleale arms limita- 
tiontreaty. o- -: 

. In. a’ speecirto ithe National Cham: 
ber of Commerce;.Nunn indicated that 
-he could vote for SALT H, but said it 
‘Should be-aceompanied by accelerated 
‘acquisition of: planes, ships, intercon- 
‘tinental nuclear. yweapons,- shorter- 
range nuclear weapons. and conven- 
tional forees, ‘plug more reseatch. and 
dey lopment’ for-.: ‘future ‘Weapons sys" 
tems. : 

Nunn said ‘the, United ‘states. “ilo 
needs improvect@capacity ‘to analyze 
foreign intelligence, more help in de- 
fense from Japan and North Atlantic 
Treaty.-Organization allies, and an 
early return to the military draft. 

Nunn’s speech could be read as a 
summary list of ‘items he and lke- 
minded Senate colleagues may de- 
mand as the price: a their eee for 
SALTID 44 : 

The steps’ he proposed, Nunn: gal 
“are essential to our national security, 
and in no instance can any’ foreseea- 
ble arms contro] agreement, inchiding 
SALT, provide an- ge subsiti- 
tute for them.”.. : 

. Nunn. argued ‘that, to. wake arms 


control agreements: meaningful, ‘the!! 


United States ‘must. keep pace with 


‘the Soviet Union’ $s defense program. 


“We have not competed effectively 


with the Soviet Union in the military 
arena. Unless .we and ‘our-allias are} 


prepared to do so, we can expect fu- 


ture arms control agreements with | 


Moscow to do little more than ratify 
an emerging Soviet military Superior. 
ity,” he said, - tee a 

- “On the other. -hand, if the free 


world makes it clear by its: actions 
that ‘it will not allow the Soviets to 
“gain military supertority, arms_con- 
_trol becomes . 


. a feasible and sensi- 


ble element of, _ our national 


‘security. fee 


> Nunn noted President Carter's as- 


sertion in a speech last week ‘that 


“Americans are creep PYoved-For Re 


taining a streng defense. 


cat a luncheor about administration of- 
ficials: who- ‘have’ begun* to: Promote” 


“SALT IT: even: though it: hag: “not ‘yer 
‘Deen . signed, and specifically : about 


it was -Wawesomely wrong’. to-~ use 


criticism. - oR Shot, 
olgaht eorosre las_mever made a | 
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_ “If the president means that the 
American ‘people are prepared to. 
make sacrifices to counter the grow-; 
ing Soviet ‘military threat in response! 
to strong leadership in Washington, ra 
agree with him,” Nunn said. 

“Lf, however, the president means 
by the word ‘maintaining’ that the 
present military’ ‘balance ‘and trends! 


within it are an acceptable foundations 


for our nation’s future security, I Te: 
Spectfully disagree.” *-...-- 

. Nunn offered these yponeaals for 
improv ing U.S. military capabilities: 
. :* A greater investment in strategic 
bombers and. submarine-launched bal- 
listie missiles. and new steps'to. pro- 
teet land- based: ballistic missiles from. 
ae 

° Modernization of nuclear forees| 

in’ Europe,: including deployment of! 
the neutron bomb, ground-launched: 
cruise “missiles and additional me-! 


B e Adequa tely 


dium-range ballistic missiles if the So-! 


‘viet Union does not limit. its weapons ; 
deployment ag yainst Europe.’ _- - 
-® Strengthening of conventional! 


‘forees i in Europe and the Pacific, with } 


‘increased contributions from NATO 
countries and Japan. 

* Acceleration of the Navy’s ship: 
buying to introduce “larger numbers 
of snips which take advantage of the 
latest maritime technologies.” 

" * Investment of “substantially more 
resources” in. basic research and de- 
‘velapment.. ~ 


.  @ WAN eine: to the ‘all: yoliie 


-‘teer force”? Nunn asked whether a de-| 


‘mocracy can defend itself. “when ther 


‘lowest economic groups are vastly ov- 
errepresented in the combat arms and 
middle- and upper-class America are 
-increasingly exempt from the possi 
-ity ‘of sacrifice for our nation.’ 

i. Also yesterday,.a group of- Republi- 
can senators complained to reporters 


the° role - of CIA" Director Stanstield 
Turner i inthe selling of SALT.- 


.Sen, Malcolm Wallop (R- Wi), aa 


Turmer in a role that could be-inter- 


“taken a middle role. providin 
“mation: about the treaty when askeo. > a 


piendaie Carter: sr. Said’ he had | | ‘nevere! 


CfAye of Toes cz A dive, 
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Speech supvorting SALT. and hag 
infos 


At his news conference yesterday?) 


Set 


‘asked Turner ‘to ma: make a ‘sdeech on | on bes 
Ahalf of SALT and added: “T _happen toi ; 
‘Know that he’s 


basically ir in fayor aa 
the SALT T treaty prop. pe a 

Sen. John Heinz: (BPs) predicted | 
that the SALT debate would become! 
“a referendum on the Carter- adminis} 
tration.” and he criticized Carter fos} 
defending the treaty peters | he eenowss 
What isin it. ssc. scat 
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